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There are attached hereto the material which we have 
been able to compile in accordance with the Director's comments this 
morning covering several points concerning the above- entitled matter. 



( These comments briefly pertain to the following items 
which were referred to: 

1. Set forth is the proposed letter which was prepared 
several weeks ago to be used in answering criticism relative to our 
reporting of the results of the autopsy examination. A copy of this 
proposed letter is attached. In addition, background material is also 
‘ attached covering the conference with justice Fortas containing comments 
of the Director, sec ’pqj 3 . 




2. There is set forth the type of criticism of the FBI by 

various authors, which criticism is primarily leveled at.the FBI's report 
concerning the medical findings pertaining to the autopsy examination. In 
addition, we have set forth the comments of the Warren Commission as 
contained in its report concerning the FBL A 

3. We have set forth the Director's statements concerninijg 
the State Department's action in the Oswald case: a. before the Warren 
Commission; b. before the Appropriations Subcommittee, ■so^ 

4. The Warren Commission was formed on November 29, 
1963, and our first repo rt wa s submitted t o the Warren Commission .on^ 
Decernber 9, 1963. Ae^epqrt]^was made ayailaWeJtoyhe_Pre_s^^^^^ 

same datej. The Warren ConVrrrissibn did include some comments verbatim, 
some excerpts and in some Instances, paraphrased the results of FBI 
« investigations. Our basic investigation was substantially completed by 

November 26, 1963. Thereafter, to further verify the information developed, 
y'’ conducted thousands of Interviews and numerous Laboratory examinations 
we made. We also conducted specific.investlgation_at the request of t he 

/ 1,5 Warren Commission^ '><C n T i — 
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Memorandum to Mr. Deloach 
RE: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT 
JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY 



5. We set forth the fact that the Bureau did conduct . 
approximately 25, 000 interviews and that the Warren Commission makes 
mention of this fact in its forward. We also set forth the exact number 
of interviews made by the Warren Commission, ^tc- ^ 

ACTION: 

This is submitted for your information and attached are 
details in connection with the above matters. 
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1) PROPOSED LETTER TO STONEY EPSTEIN, CTTY EDITOR. 

EVENING STAR; 

Reference is made to the proposed letter prepared several 
weeks ago to be used in answering criticism relative to our efforts in the 
assassination. This letter was prepared to answer the alleged conflict 
between information $gt forth in our 12/9/63 and 1/13/64 reports and the 
official autopsy report submitted to the Commission. Briefly, our two 
reports accurate^ set forth information furnished to our Agents at the 
autopsy examination wliich indicated the bullet entering the President's 
back did exit the front. Our Laboratory subsequently examined the 
President's clothing and referred to a slit in the front near the collar 
button of the President's shirt wliich had the characteristics of an exit hole 
for a projectile. The examination also determined there was a nick on the 
left side of the tie knot of the President's tie, which was possibly caused by the 
same projectile as it passed through the shirt. Prior to submitting our report 
of 1/13/64, we had received a copy of the official autopsy report which 
expressed the finding that a bullet did exit the President's throat. In view 
of the expressed desire of the President's family to keep the autopsy report 
confidential, no reference to the autopsy report was made in our reports. 
However, in order to point up the possibility that the information furnished 
by the examining physicians as reflected in our reports of 12/9/63 and 
1/13/64 might be in conflict with the examinations conducted the 
laboratory indicating that the bullet did actually exit at the throat of the 
President, we set forth the Laboratory findings which indicated such a 
possibility existed. We knew at that time the Secret Service had on 
12/23/63 furnished the autopsy report to the Warren Commission which 
indicated that a bullet had exited the President's throat. 

There is attached for ready reference the proposed letter to 
Sidney Epstein, City Editor, Evening Star (tab H ) to which is attached 
full details concerning this matter. There is also attached a memorandum 
to Mr, Tolson from Mr, DeLoach (tab;'.) dated October 19, 1966, referring 
to this material for the Evening Star; memos re DeLoach's interview with 
Justice Fortas dated October 7, 1966 (tab C ) and October 10, 1966 (tab D ), 
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2) CRITICTSMS OF THE FBI ; 

The majority of authors who are critical of the FBI refer to 
the alleged conflict between the results of the official autopsy examination 
and the information furnished by our Agents who attended the physical 
examination of the President's body as set out in our 12/9/63 and 1/13/64 
reports. This matter is fully commented upon in item 1 above. 

In addition, it is to be noted that the general tenor of the 
various critics is their unsubstantiated belief that a conspiracy existed 
and that Oswald did not act alone. They have not come forward with any 
new facts, but have attempted to prove their various theories by distortions, 
false premises, misrepresentations, and taking partial comments from the 
Warren Commission out of context. For example, Mark Lane, in his 
book, falsely alleges that the FBI destroyed or mutilated film taken by 
bystanders on the assassination route. It can be emphatically stated that the 
Bureau did not mutilate nor destroy any film. 

Another general type of criticism has been the allegation that 
the FBI had a preconceived opinion that Oswald acted alone. Of course, 
this is also unsupported by any facts and an examination of the extensive 
reports and material which we have submitted to the Warren Commission 
which are now in the hands of the National Archives obviously refutes such 
an opinion. 

Another type of criticism is made 1^ Leo Sauvage, who in his 
book, alleges the FBI released results of its investigation to news media 
prior to submission of our report to the Warren Commission. This, of 
course, is obviously unture. 

Although the above generally covers the type of criticism of the . 
FBI, we did wish to point out the comments of the Warren Commission in its 
report and they are set forth herein. 

The Warren Commission, in its report, stated "tljere was 
insufficient liaison and coordination of information between the Secret Service 
and other Federal agencies" including the FBI and that "the FBI took an 
unduly restrictive view of its role in preventive intelligence work, prior to the 
assassination" of President Kennedy. In this regard the following is set forth. 
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It is noted that on November 18, 1964, the Director held a 
background briefing session for a group of news women and during this 
session, the Director was asked if he would comment on the Warren 
Report. The Director said the report was not fair as far as the FBI 
was concerned; that the Commission did not release the full testimony 
of witnesses; that we could not arrest every crack pot without creating a 
police state. The Director stated the Warren Commission had complete^ 
distorted the FBI's investigation of Oswald; that Oswald had not given 
any indication of being, a violent type of individual — nor did his actions show 
he was a threat to the President. Full details of this criticism set forth 
in attached memorandum M. A. Jones to Mr. Wick dated 10/18/66 (tab ET ). 



I 



- 5 - 






t 





c o 



3) . THE DIRECTOR’S STATEMENTS ABOUT THE STATE 

DEPARTMENT'S ACTION IN THE OSWAlD CASE: 

a. In testifying before the Warren Commission, the Director's 
testimony is set forth in Volume V cf the Hearings Before the President’s 
Commission on page 111. It reads as follows: 

"Well, I have gone into that very thoroughly because that 
was obviously one of the questions that I had in my mind when the tragedy 
occurred in Dallas. 

" In going^back over the record, and I have read each one of 
the reports dealing with that and the reports of Mr. Hosty who had dealt 
with the Oswald situation largely in Dallas, we had the matter that I have 
previously referred to, the report of the State Department that indicated 
this man was a thoroughly safe risk, he had changed his views, he was a 
loyal man now and had seen the light of day, so to speak. 

"How intensive or how extensive that interview in Moscow 
was, I don’t know. But, nevertheless, it was in a State Department 
document that was furnished to us. ” 

b. The Director, when testifying before the Appropriations 
Subcommittee on March 4, 1965*, the Director handed to the Chairman, 
Mr. Rooney, a statement which dealt with the report of the State 
Department which indicated Lee Harvey Oswald was a "thoroughly safe 
risk. ** There is attached page 24 which sets forth the Director’s 
conun ents. ^ee tabP ). 
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4) . FBI INVESTIGATION INTO THE ASSASSINATION 



&• The FBI commenced its investigation on 

November 22, 1963, the date the President was assassinated. The 
basic investigation showing how the assassination occurred was 
substantially completed by November 26, 1963. Following this date, 
thousands of interviews were conducted and a great deal of material 
examined by the Laboratory to further verify the information 
developed up to November 26, 1966. . In addition to investigation 
conducted by the Bureau on its own, a large amount of investigation 
was conducted at the specific request of the Warren Commission. 

b. The President’s Commission was formed by 
Executive Order 11130, dated November 29, 1963. Its first meeting was 

■ held on December 5, 1963. Our first report consisting of five volumes 
was submitted to the Warren Commission on December 9, 1963, and to 
the President on the same day. 

c. The Warren Commission in some instances quoted 
verbatim from our reports and in other situations merely took exerpts 
from the reports and frequently paraphrased whatever material they 
desired from FBI reports. 
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5) INTERVIEWS CONDUCTED IN CONNECTION WITH 
- ASSASSINATION INVESTIGATION 



Beginning on February 3, 1964, the Commission and 
its staff took the testimony of 552 witnesses. Of this number, 94 
appeared before the members of the Commission; 395 were questioned 
by members of the Commission's legal staff; 61 supplied sworn 
affidavits; and two gave statements. The Warren Commission, in 
its fo:ward to its i;qport stated that commencing on November 22, 1963, 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation conducted approximately 25,000 
interviews and reinterviews of persons having information of possible 
relevance to the investigation. 
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